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Two weeks after wider distribution of WHITEWASH 
W^R^-REPDH^j was initiated^ in May of 1966, I wrote Drs. ^umes and Bosv/ell 

about their autopsy examination and testimony. The letters were virtually 

t /bm \J4^ . ; y/ , . 

identical. I sent eech-a^copy of the book, called the 1 ' attention o&each to 

its appropriate chapters, asked for an interview, separately or together, 
wither without a tape recording they or I could make to preclude the possibility 
of my not recalling correctly what they said, and waited. 

Neither responded, then or since. , * 

_ pjfjch£-t(n< 

What I then wrote and what I referred them to jrafe^rily entirely disp-r&ve-s- 
the official story -their stories - of that autopsy also raises the questions 
of perjury and subornation of perjury in the medical testimony. That these 
doctors -th^n^rtd-rsince^ were snd are silent about therqueBt±ohs-cof perjury 

and its subornation and them has its own kind of eloquence. 

J <) 



3oth doctors have been consistent: they have steadfastly refused to 

see those who indicated disagreement with their testimony, /those who merely 

h-io fifinCi Hi) b tlk 5 

1 indicated possible doubt^^u*r^ to those they knew in advance would 

write what they wanted written and what the government wanted read. In refusing 
to talk to me, the doctors nonetheless talked to others because of me, something 
not reflected in the st.ories that appeared the end of November 1966, even where 
the papers, such as the Wahington Pos t and the Baltimore ^un knew the fact, ^his 
is consistent with the effort to suppress WHITEWASH, in which both papers joined. 
I had given the Post copies of my letters to thestfr doctors and others/^fcke. 

P \ 

I J. Edgar Hoover and James Rowley^ the day they were sent. The Sun* s reporter 

v_. ’ 

got me out of bed early in the morning of the day he interviewed Boswell, when 
he finished his stint on that morning paper, and kept me up until about 2 a.m. 



preparing himself for his interview, 



2 
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/y A number of staff members of the Baltimore Sun were interested in my 

work andv4t their request, 1 had driven to that city, met with them, discussed 

b 'mitt uu kW'tf if J 

my findings and answered their questions* Richard H # Levine, who wrote this" 

wa S no t one of them* Q no ■ wft p -(was3i& A* \7. (Art) Geiselman, JrJHis inter- 
view with me, shortly after the spectacular publicity attendant to the "return" 
of the pictures and X-rays said to have been those of the autopsy, was published 
AM ovanber 11, 1966* He then wrote: 

Lil- leave out what is marked in organge, except for correction. Put 



intimately" in parens after "infinitely 1 



3. 



This interested Levine, who discussed it with his associate and m$ 
friend, John Friedman, There followed a number of post-midnight calls, each 
beginning after Friedman and Levine had finished their writing for the morning 
papers, each getting me out of bed, each lasting a long time. 

Levine made clear his singular interest was sensation. His h is a jaundiced 
view of people, reporting, nev/spapers and life, from the Ben Hecht-Charles McArthur 
mold of reporters. He had no interest in fact or truth, in helping establish 
what did happen when the President was murdered or in its official imvestigation. 
Scandal was fine, and what difference did it make if he spread misinformation or 
engaged in propaganda rather than a quest for truth, as long as he got a story 
that would please his superiors and sell papers. Our discussions were pointed 
and heated, ’"hat 1 told him of the available fact of the autopsy did not 
interest him, what he might be able to learn from interviewing the doctors, 
what he might be able to add to public knowledge by close^questioning, in his 
view, offered little prospect of journalistic sensation. 

He fixed upon my comment about the autopsy chart in Geiselman’s story. 

"What should I asked Hyines about thati" he wanted to know. 

t 

Mark Lane and a few others then critical of the Commission attributed 
this chart to Humes. This is a logical but factual error, as reading dSPHumes' 
testimony revea l&dSfc f or he swore he had not prepared that chart. JSXHMXiHOSC 
gaagX3H5Kg£X3QCCMX I told Levine A Bo swell had drafted it. 

"Could he have been wrong-'" Levine wanted to know. 

/ 

"He was wrong", I told him, because the indicated measurements dfld 
not coincide with the location marked. All other evidence coincided with Ihe 
location marked, not the measurements. I suggested to Levine that the error 
wqs likely a typographical one in the written number. 

If he could get Boswell to say he made a mistake, Levinejsaid, he had his 

K f* ' | 

story. T he L^ine formula exactly coincided with the government's interest. His 
interview with Bosv/ell was set and c-oma off as scheduled- and formulated^, as 
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)+- also 



unofficial official propaganda. But it was too good a formula, tooWosef^V 
to perfect in addressing the government's then accute distress, for its 
carrying off to be trusted to a brash^ reporter unknown to the 

government or^a single paper when that device could be spread around the world. 

Of all the days in the 950 sinpe'the autopsy testimony before the 
Warren Commission, by one of those remarkable coincidences we are required to 
consider nothing else, the Associated Press just happened -entirely by happen- 
stance - to select exactly the seme day Levine had arranged for his interview to 

i ^Dr. Bob we 11 out. And about what did it want to interview him-' Only those 

"i-s :V'^ *‘' c •f '-' i ’ 

things Levine had indicated he would ask about. 

/{''And what story did the Associated Press carry, what did its reporter 



want to know-' Only those things that fit the Levine formula i , 

, /> '■( U * 

V^uth three doctors to seekout, it seugh-t Boswell aiee^ 

Of all the fact and fiction of the autopsy, it also fixed on this chart. 

Its storyrSTfkhin transparency of Levine’s, containing nothing not in 

h vX additionally^ 3 _ 

' — hTIj-^jLs it no reins rkeble that the AP carried only 'What Levine had-^ust gottjan 

^ ^ . . y 

from Dr. Boswell‘S was spread throughout the world.' 

iM 0 less "remarkable is the world-wide journalistic acceptance of the 
seeing boast that a President's autopsy wqs characterized by sloppy work, 
inaccuracy, carelessnes and conjecture rather than the precise science one 
expects from autopsy surgeons, specialists in pathology end forensic medicine. 

Levine’s is a morning paper. The AP works around the clock. |t beat" 
^evine to his own story, circulating it in time for afternoon use the day before 
Levine suspected I had "tipped off" the A^T^nd-he-so 
aacuseime^wrong-l-y, but-hef (j^ite naturally, /found it difficult to believe it 
was pure coincidence that the AP seized upon the same day to interview the same 
^ ,A ' V dbct Jr^d ask him the same questions -anl^S^^^y^ no thing else. 

This is a part of the history I believe should be recorded, for the 
papers of that time, ^ovember 24-25, 1966, do not diclose this background and. 
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consistent with their effort to suppress mention of and credit to WHITEWASH, 



falsely indicate the question was raised by Edward Epstein^^iifl__ 

) 

writing on the autopsy, based not upon the testimony, withwhich he displayed 
monumental unf8mij.iarity, but upon what had be en^fed him by former Commission 
staff members seeking self- justi£iciation, is so\inaccurete he was unaware of 
the content of that document and hypothesized that changes made the morning of 
“ovember 24, 1963 were made much later. 

How the media served the country should also be a matter of record, 
as should its self- conversion i^no into an arm of government, an agency of 
propaganda, part of the coverup. 

So, we are told, Boswell proclaimed his own error as the norm of 
forensic madicine, the commonplace of autopsies, not different when a 



President is murdered. 

That a pathologist acknowledged error in a Presidential autopsy warranted 
this headline in the Baltimore Sun, which ran the banner across the top of the 

front page: / 

" KENNEDY X-RAY DAta RELEASE BAG KED2 .Pirnr-l n the knowledge nothigg like it 
would-or could- happen, Boswell asked for le^er-tte- examination by "disinterested 

tl ' N 

observers” (read those who know nothing aboutiit). 

This error, to the Washington Star, warranted the headline "Doctor at 
Kennedy Autopsy Explains Sketch Controversy’ 1 . T his is hardly what^Boswell did, 

not at all what the story said fi^de a diagram error" was the( euphemismWxitax 

oW can tubi'i'’ y ''” J 

Even the New York 1'irnes , whose well-informed^reporter Peter Kihss used 
the same phrase, "diagram error’’and without question quoted Boswell as saying, 

"If I had known at the time that this sketch would become public record I would 
have been more careful" - as though secrecy justified slovenly science when a 
President is murdered - headed its own story "Autopsy Doctor Says Films Back 
Warren Report”. . ) 

MS C/IT v 1 ) 

There was no little journalistic child to say the Emperor was naked. 
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^(why the doctpr might be expected to say /fche.^eport end his testimony were wrong, L/'I'J' 
<J l Jpvv-v(,/ -Vv-. 4W vM- l 7 L , 

TLTI^'* On'per^TeYious page, next to last line:^ 

The Washington Post f which knew much better, its own staff having asked 

ue \y 

questions about the autopsy of former staff executive and gotten not s single 

< tK 

satisfactory answerj rewrote the AP story to eliminate the ^direct quotation of 

error or the indirect acknowledgement of it, "The sketch was drawn quickly, as^ 
d/ 1/ t writer, 

trough note s Y , "the Post explained, leaving the schizophrena to its headline i iwsz? 

_ z 1 

whose first bank was "M.D. Backs Warren n eport" and whose seconcf BP* used the word 

the story did not, "Admits He Erred in b ketch" • 

4 

For ill their diletante attitude, for all their failure to prod and 
probe, the reporters did come up with what would have been sensational revelations 
to an honest press and on any other subject, Boswell acknowledged to B 0 vine that: 

There we re microscopic slides made of tissue"which indicated, • .foreign 
substances in the neck wound and that "there was no mention of these slides" 
in the autopsy repor^ifl even though^ he said^they confirm it* 

"All marks and scars were noted", although there is no such chart in the 
printed ®r record or the files. 

When the body arrived "The pathologists (himself and tturnes) had already 

been told of the probable extent of the injuries and what had been done by 

physicians in Dallas" - this destroys entirely the flimsy excuse that they did not 

know a tracheotomy had been performed, as the-^i^nt-OJ-Neid^also-^oes, 

-/n ^ l y 

When the autopsy was performed - but before H u mes wrote the flinal ddtfr^' 
by revising what he had written, "Oswald was still alive, and it was believed the 
autopsy information would later be called upon in court proceedings". 

Not unti l_t he could not probe the rear, non- fatal round did the 
^ doctors orde r C omplete ^-rays of the entire body" ^ 14 vine ? s words ar^ "At this p&k 
point", or "when the wound in the back of the neck was discovered and probed, by 
finger and by jraa&ixBi metal surgical probe, no bullet oould be found." 

Allhough the Pre si dentS body was taken apart along the possible path of the 
bullet, there is no reference to any sign of its path, merely of a bruise that could 
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have been caused by the tracheotomy. TheVdid not jee a mth, and gullets leave them. 

h\ T1 “ e next-day’s telephone to the Dallas doctors - he also refers to but one 

when there had been two-" confirmed" , as Levine put it, "what was already a certainty 

to the pathologists - that there ^T^bullet wound in the President's neck at the 

77 x x . *« 

point of the tracheotomy incision". Then why was the telephone cajl made to learn 

this, or the second one made at all 4 . The answer is in mTEY/ASH'fthe Dallas doctors 
were tipped off. 

"Later that day, November 23, D r. ^mes and D r. Boswell went over the 
rough draft end completed the protocol in its final form." If this is true. Dr. 
Humes perjured himself before the Commission (Y7HITEWASH 180, 183) in sweating 

that, "In the privacy of my own home, early in the morning of November 24, I made 
a draft of this report which I later revised and of which this fe (part of Exhibit 

397) represents the revision. That draft 1 personally burned in the fireplace 



of my recreation room" (2H373). T h is, to the Commission and the newspapers ever 
since, is normal- burn the President s autopsy and suppress the notes and the 
pictures and the X-rays and the slides of microscopic examination and the organ 
examination. 

q\ fet of his interview with Boswell, L ev ine said that "before this", 
meaning earlier November 23- when Oswald was still alive and there was the 
absolute certainty that all the autopsy work and findings would be subject to 
rigorous cross examination/" Dr, H u mes destroyed" htxx . M Et m x the draft. 

Further complicating it is this representation of more drafts of the 
autopsy than ^urnes or Boswell acknowledged under oath: "Dr. Boswell said that 
all^the original notes were preserved, , as far as he knows, and were turned over 
to the National Archives". Of this he can have no knowledge and it is untrue. No 
such notes are or have been there*, nor are they printed wheee required in the 
Commission's record. "He said the things that were burned were copies of/lthe 

protocol as they were revised." 

Aside from the conflict with Humes on the time - ehd if |umes 

swore falsely, Boswell was also under oath and supported it, raising the question 
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ot jerjur, again - «. language accounts *» • ot more l> ” r “ d “ PS ° f 

the autopsy, foaedraf\£t”* to mast more ttonymd.r oeth,th. doctors acknowledged 

VX-K'" 

fcfcej^made. 

Boston also indicated papers bod born prepared ttot.no longer exist. 1 t 
is proper and nom.l, as 1/fc.v. «“» ** 

, ronl inflexible points so thafTH^ocation,!. precis.. * 

eW»r the shoulder jolnt^tbe m.stoidl/tb«nWoi^ to “ tto 

auteps, repoM^^^s.ald -a murdered, after it to, too- there toM be 

no cross examination. leyine's language is. Dr. Boswell said -that be thought he 
hod used a vertebra as a third reference point, but that this did not appear in the 

autopsy report or in the sketch.”. 

T h is is pert of the story that delighted the papery that caused them to 
vie with each other in joyous hosannahs because there taadtaen error in/.the 
autopsy when a President was murdered; that made the papers \pro claim the good news 
throughout the land - the Presidents eutopsy was right because it was wrong - 
better than Gilbert and Sutf/ivan - and all is ri*t with the government and the 
world! a ever have the great and powerful been so uninhibitedly *®»«*** 

exultant in praise of error. 

Error is whst. made the Warren Report suddenly ' right’. 

Bobody wondered - or asked Why-it tool Born.* * 

admit bis "error”, espeoislly because it wss months l.tof'tbM be snd H,mas 
testified under oatb. Kobody, not L.vina, tb, IP, tb. Tima, or an, other pap.r, 
deigned to embarrass Dr. Boto.ll, one b. agreed to be interviewed, by ssking 
for 0o „.»t on tb. throughgoidg condemnation of this autopsy month!, asrliar St 
the annual meeting of the American Acedmny of loransic Solano.., wbicb b.ard it 

denounced as «**.«*!*., “““o 1 * stsl)Ush " C “ in ° f ,, 

failed ' to maintain origln.l notes. ..must be taken on faith ratb.r than fsot... 

Mystery btora-mar stil-l-ba about the autopsy ..toe -tbera now, forever, is 
guaranteed, be— bet but there is no mystery why Dm. Boswell and ftpto did not 
answer my letter, did not .gras to speak to me, but did dg agree to be inter- 
viewed by those who knew nothing about the fact or, like LeviBe, cared 
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It is as though there were guarantees in advance, ?rom Levfcne none were needed. 

The performance of the Associated Press could have been no more satisfactory to 

e» 

Boswell TWxfcanaxtfflrix if he had written their story. ^tl' 

Levine got his sensation, leaving the country no better for it, ^lies 
about a President’s murder more widely disemminated, more firmly be lieved by more 
misinformed people. It did him no good, however, for he $ left the Sun ^ on thereafter. 
Only the cause of injustice and untruth profited, only those desdrving 

puni shment ^protected* 

But the newspapers were happy, happier than they evar been - fairly 
esstatic - overjoyed beyond description - that the government attest admitted 
an error to thlpr liking. How mutf^mo re delighted can a$ editor ^newspaper ' 
owner be thalft these^ere when *hey fo^/the autopsy examination of theiar President 
was hasty, expected to be secret hence the beneficiary of careless work, and one of 
the pathologists acknolvfdge$ all this plus error: 



Extra space 

Levine told me he had asked Boswell why he had not responded to my letter, 
to^ the challenges I published in WHITE” ASH, to my offer to tope record anything 
h. wnt.d to .0, .0 I could ouotc hi. accurately. Boto.U, ho told 
hooouoo I did noF.^ consult hi. in advance ot pl.Dllc.tlon. It.itox.n5.* »xoto 



him the following letter, sending a copy to Humes; 
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^ Most of a year has passed. The doctors, apparently, sre still piqued, 

for neither responded to me. They were not totally silent* CBS asked H^mes to 

appear on its Special of Specials , four hour.-long apologies for the (\eport 

'! it conclusions oftiy ? 

and the govemraen^ thinly disguised as non-parti san'ia^ inconsistent ' with the LdwJl 

infornBtion^presente^ on prime time June 25-28, 1967. 

Proudly reading the copy carefully prepared for him, Walter Cponkite 

was blissfully unaware that line in which he took journalistic delight was 

a big lie. The more hejf repeated it -and this he did throughout the shows - the 

prouder he seemed to be: 

“ A 

"S;j.nce the X-rays and films were turned over to the Archives, Captian 

Li 

umes has re-examined them. And tonight, for the first time, he discusses 'Whstetaa 
VWith Dan ^ather what is contained in# them’ 1 • 

The press widely interpreted this snd its fulsome repetition to mesn that 

CBS had been able to fcsve^e private examination *»ad=e-of the- suppressed pictures and 

, ,) / / /*, , 

X-rays of the autopsy. T hi s > 83 the correspondence with the ArchiVist 
quote, is false. 

If H^mes did not know of this CBS lie when he was filmed, he ceftainly 
did after the show was aired. He was and has been silent about it, content to 
leave a lying record, that he "reOexamined” the pictures and x-rays he fe d never 
befor e^ seen. 

This is consistent with the lie in viiich he, without protest or demurrer, 



participated in the' first quoted question ^HRather’s 

"Commander — now Captian H u mes, have you had a look at the pictures and 
X-rays from the autopsy since the time $hat you submitted them to the Warren 



Commission'*" 



No even the ignorance that is reflected throughout this series of CBS 



At 



whitev/ashes cannot possibly explain the clever nuances, the [ideal subtleties of this 

0*1 k 

false and deceptive question^ which tells more big lies, lies that must be known to 



anyone with the least extensive basic understanding of the fact of the investigation, 
autopsy and testimony. Presum^3bly ; after tie expenditure of a touted half million 
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hit Lif- A 

d' 



dollars and the investment of the expensive time of a vast staff for seven months^ 
CBS, on the executive, operational and editorial levels, through all the channels 
of its research, legal and many other departments, was satisfied it knerir the 
essence of the story at least. '^fcaxBxjnsx It is not possible, therefore, honwtjy- 
to use less unpleasant language to described the total departure from reality, 
from the well -publicized fact that the Commiiission ha d never seen any of the 
pictures or X-rays, as the l-.st of this series freely acknowledges during the 
int$rvi,aw with ^Commission member., ohn Mc&ley# {c t Hi 

, jlAm It 'Mt '/ h- ^ ^ 4-ry^x , „/« rj > / / 

At'' if / HTr - _ ... L V. ^ It TT fiV'n-k-n A ll 1 II Q U/a T»Q "H V> ft +. Vi O V\« rl 



never seen the pictures and X-rays prior to his appearance before the Commission 
or during its life and that rtasxSomxissi he had never "submitted then to 

the Warren Commission!? • 

There is no question be re, no demurrer, no evasion, no qualification# 
k^mes just plain lied in agreeing that he had "submitted” the suppressed pictures and 3T 

jj 

X-rays" to the Warren Commission 11 • ‘ J ® well knew- as did CBS- that they had left the 

\ ' I v sS tS$ t /* 

hospital with the President’s body in the tausiody' of ^oy H # Ke&ierman, chief of that 

i "" f andeerti fixations ) ■ , \ 

^ print the receipts'' in the appendix, p / j, 

y l,iji u * ij 0 There Is ao question that H^es also knew the members of the Commission 

''' , — - i 

were not going to see this film evidence, fiorjLt is' he who supervised tte 

preparation of "artist's conceptions" as a ('tofyhim and the Commiss i oi^a cce pt ab le 

f? { C't’i-t / 

substitute for the availabl^and legally required v ‘best evidence^ the real -film- 

(WHITEWASH 181ff). 

^ All echelons of CBS were devoted to this lie and its repetition. The script 
writer wated no words before repeating it, giving Humes the same pleasure: 

A 

"RATHER: And do you have any different conclusion, any different ideas. 



any different thoughts #ow, after seeing them again, than you had at that time*" 



V V 

TIb re Is no complaint from H u mes that he had never seen them until they 
were "returned" to the government, more than two and a half years after his testimony, 
more than two years after the t?qmmission had ceased to exist $ 

"H^mes: No, we think they bear up very well, and very closely, our testimony 
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before the Warren ^ormi ssion" • 

If the pictures hold up "v ry well”, ^ u raes doesn’t. It was a lie for Rather 

u 

and CBS to say, "after seeing them again” of the pictures that uines had never 
before seen, as it was for ^umes toxHEtoscciiisx accept the lie and. pretend by his t 

lh P. Cu fill'* 

u c pf h 'Jryff\^ 'f* *j y'u t ’ ^ . 

With this begin: ing, it is less than surprising that CBS was itself without 



answer thst it was truth. 



ptotest, question, even a raised eyebrow, when Humes announced that the official 
charts "routinely used to makk in general where certain marks or scars or wounds 
may be in conducting a post mortem examination. . .are never meant to be. accurate 



or precisely to scale.” 



i i r h 0/ 



^his shocks th square a^-the^ authorLB^ labor under the *' 

j i.i. . x • * _xvi ^ m .. n a vin4*n ori/1 n/vl an rta non mo Iro 



misapprehension that there io nothing - nofr-etf accurate as man and science can mske it 
in the autopsy of a murder victim, more particularly when iSb he is a President, 
end that everything in a medico-legal document is "precise”, n6t about 100$ 



is, or in a dif ferent part of the bodyfc 



wrong in distance, ^ s thi s mark_ 

Boswell told Levine he thought there had been reference to a vertebra. 



\mes made no such pretense, snd in his description to CBS was fareful to avoid the 






only meaningful point from which measurement was* made. CBS\was just as ”precise": 

/ cffS/J#- _ 

,It avoided asking him > not through ignorancey for i>/?as familiar with my writing \ 

0 : 



just this-point and had-read-my first book in its -limi-ted -edition, ^beginning 

v Cjuvui ctu i. in d j 1 * 1 

with the executive pro du ce r\ aa&^i^e— then, Q'ftThcs e closer to mere mortality on -the- 

X L5> 

CPS at aff— ha d~don e-likev/ i s e • 

During his conversation with ft ather, no little voice whispered in H umes' 
ear, "that was a whopper", or "better tell the truth", or "what will history say", 

I hjttnAj J 

^ — with that special CBS delight 

.at on th. CBS .honlC» J “«not..«Mn on th. ^ ^ ^ e , te4j 

Barnum was in the prompter’s pit. 



"Yes, sir," Humes again said. 

v t( ,* . 

There is more to the magic of this inaccurate chart that was never intended 



i 
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to be anything else^ba&auecj At was Wy part of a President's autopsy and "notes", j 

This time it is about the fatal head wound(s). 

"•..the measurements which are noted here in the margin of the drawing 
ere precise measurements", Huijes said. 

H ather asked about the head wound. There are no other notes printed in 
the official exhibit, ^o. 397, none in File 371, supposedly identical with Exhibit 
395?. But: LIL # p8ge 12 of GBS f as marked. 

fi ^ 

0 ^ Where is the source of Humes’ precise locating of thiTiteTfatal wound - 
8nd At is preciseV "two and a half centimeters to the right of the midline"* 

There is no such n6te in the "Bargin’ 1 , am (WHITEWASH 197), no such mark 

on an unidentified scheme of a head wound that is part of Exhibit 397 (17H46) 

, -/lvfU(/y ft AHu hSs 

which aboundsin other marks, seems i® b e i*he,. chart of the President’s head 



injuries, and seems also not to show this "wound of entry" of the bullet -bow 

said to have entered the back of his head and to have exploded out its right 

side*—- Av/ty t't -V . f. I* J" . 



Thus, when asked , "can you be absolutely certain", ^mes declared, 
very precisl^y and incontro'bertibly" , satisfying ^ather and everyone else at f 
CBS and explaining again wh^y the autopsy doctors will not speak to anyone - else- 

')tih j HU 

who-he-s^-none-- of CBS ’^preconceptions or dedication to the-^^enpetuation of error 
when a president is murdered. 

Gan there be any doubt of the "conclusive scientific evidence", ^ether’s 
felicitous choice, vfaen the "precise" and * "incontrovertible" evidence is £he 
chart that has none ’ of the measurements and is described as "never meant to 
be accurate or precisely to scale” • 

TjU »' , 

Tfeis is 0 new ^science", reserved for the solution of Presidential 



murders and the glories of eletronic journalism. 




V/ e nve in a^neTv'TTor Id that relishes newness, like the "new moth". u ere 

with have a no-th*er*/^nw , the "new science 

^ G.pins along with it is the "new dictionary" and special meanings to 

=r>eeial words. x n passinr- it is worth noting how "precisely" and "incontrovertibly" 

Thu . 

the rear, non-fatal wound is located, 'the beginning point of*t. ; e interview and 

the crux of it. The"precision" in locating the wound from side to side comes 

from its orientation with the shoulder joint xxitef'Tn steal of the spine. Unless 

"precision" 

the width of the body is given - an d XixxanirlxxxixMliiyX^ in this case, 

AfM .rV,)T? tu 7? 5- Alj () : y-i,V ), 

M eliminated that' dimension, toojj there is no horizontal location. In the 
vertical dimnesion, orienting the wound with the mastoid is the very apotheosis 
of "incontrovertibility". The mastoid, you see, is in a different part of the 
body tha^the wound. It is in the head. Vs wound, by the Commission’s description 
and the word of the doctors, was in the nock, ay ^ the chart it was m the osck. 
“either is part of the head .hereiji "•incHpntrovertibly" , the mastoid is -even in 
Presidents. Hecks' H**xi»ws' come long and necks corns short, in Presidents, too. 
it is conceivable that if a Presidential neck aiw shorty e«e«eh» "precise 
measurements" such as those "noted in the margin of the drawing" - and a feu 
centimeters would shorten enough - this w^d^trould tore be«*> in the air and 
not in either the neck or the back. Likewise, if the President’s head was 
cocked slightly to the opposite side, his woiffd would, by these "precise measure:^* 
ments" that are "noted in the margin of the drawing", have been nonexistent, on 
the other hand, cock it down a bit, pnd it is either in the back, bad it been in 
the neck, or farthur down in the back if it was where all the observers said it 
v/os to begin with - in the back ( WHITPmSH. 18b). 

Of course, the observers - mere Secret-Service and sBI agents - had 

noif notes in their margins. They had only eyes. 

Thus the advantages of the "new science", especially if buttressed 
by thTST-new dictionary", arc readily ap.arenl^a-nd* ?aost suitable invoked .hen 
it is the murder of a President that is analyzed and reported upon, now much 
more "precise" or "incontrovertible" csn one be- Or need one, when it ia a 



President's murder end the autgpsy is in a military -hospital, conducted by 
military personnel v*'ho have expelled all others* 



V 
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The President's body was removed from Dallas, where the only applicable 
law obtained, in deference to -the widow 1 s wish according to undis]butued pub- 
lished accounts* For the some reason, according to the same sources, before it 









reached . ashington arrangements were made for what xxxaxihsux “the autopsy examina- 
tion to be at ^ethssds Naval Hospital. In 900 pages of its Report and 26 volumes of 
.jvi::ence, the official record made of this autopsy is so deficient that the C\^ 

Commission savMfb'^it there wesano public record, of those who. attended that autop 

/lC iC l )/\ / (A , prv ; n ^ J U'YtvJ C. / \/j v / ✓ K iff ft' ^ r 

? i* Q we shall see, it is not because the record was not in its files. . „ it u AI ,\J 

5 v /u, U-rW ^ cn ‘r' 

'The examination was in cFar^^ol^tfe^ Chief of laboratories^ t^he^^mm:eTrder 

'I i . if M xT.'.aa \ I . /*T‘ 1 j La It a t ft. . ^11. - A.I si. iff 



a r > »l me examination in umrw ui, w oiubjl uj. ^auuxui/uij.coA '^ri^^muaiiuo.L 

ov ‘ I'i'fti .o i&l >vp^) Ltfih'^'y j-y^ &c j fcrd k^m Ao + 

J~ -jpf|L u 1 J 1 P i n iatai •'4-Avi fc W ? - t vhm”iorH n+al t» q iP + or> J*VT-? o T*"i t> o T dr A 



%> 



. ^ une— b9^ry , immediately after this first and 



only public appearance and comment on the autopsy,), urn * ■ pr o m a-i-n . 



'YvvwJ Mfo 'fyffw n '^\ 



Colonel Pierre Finck of the Army Medical Service, whose experience in both ferensie 
J /irmy 

medicine and wounds ballistics Ihe was chief of that branch) assisted, os did 

.. TT ... I ■ , 

^oswell. /fumes 1 ^aval-Hospital assistant, ^ot long after ^' n ' 
-hrt J kt d ft I'h-ljU (j> rt 
iAtioAj Boswell to private 

x ‘rom the official account, these three doctors were the ones who actually 

performer the examination end signed the report on it. So slight was Boswell* s 

participation, ac cording to the FBI, that^he is ( in their report listed merely as 

among those present. 

That //umes did not make any public statement or appearance prior to his 

telecasting by CBS is no.t because he was not sought, j f/e just ducked unless he had 

K*/ doic.A 

reason to believe in advance that he wou^d ^ot be questioned about what he d44^— ° 



unless he received assurances that he v/ould be whitewashed. The same <• seems to have 

a 

been true of Boswell ->i«. finck was more fortunate. His work seems to ave kept 
0> 

him out oi* the eounry for extended periods. A he n he looks back on this period, Dr. 
f \ nek may regard the horrors of long medical service in Viet ^am as s blessing. 

No civilian expert - no one net in government military service jr^was permitted 
at the autopsy examination. Had the autopsy been a model of scientific and forensic- ^ 
medical precision^ which it was not [^this^alone would have be n sufficient tc^assure 
doubts and mi s/?;ivinrs. ^t should never have happened this way. 
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Vihather or not ‘-rs. liennedy want cp her ■ hue-b*MKH;g' examination to 
done in a navel institution bec^se "S^lltery service had been naval someone not 



oU i mrm 'ix xx + j ^ ^ ^ ~ J - ' 



.d not"^ (6^rfiSlS^ by its horror a > tne imniedi 



as shocked by the crime as she and^™ rtvartaftlme® by its horror ena^tne immediate 
and pressing consequences and necessities, should have seen to it that civilian 
experts of the greatest experience and highest repute were at least obs^rv-rs. 

There should have been pathologists not in the military service, not on any 

government payroll, not In any sense under any official obligation or compulsion and 
with unassailable scientific credentials in medical understanding of crimes, of 
violence to assure the impartiality and thoroughness of the examination end its 
amounting end to satisfy the county and thejrorl^ af zthBzn^stinnxbizx 
dBfi 02 ti 2 XHE 2 SZB£xfci<thTrthere was no question about either the examination or 

the official report of it. 

someone with the power end the authority to prevent this accomplished the 

official J ....... 

opposite. In these same 10, 000, 000 / ™?ds on the investigation of/tce rresidentia 



murder, in those seme 9 C 0 pages of the official Report on it, the fact of this is 
entirely absent, as'^teTs the identity of th^persen responsible for seeing to it 
that there -was no civilian check on the military, for seeing to it that there was 

. A*" 

single civ&lio n expert present^#** 1 i q 



no si 



lt Q sn accident that this obvious failing escaped official Commission 

f V_. ; 

•attention, an accident that the Commission was without com ent on it ifc its 
Report and testimony ana evidence? 

0 or is it, as I believe the record establishes, deliberate suppression- 
pert of the whitewashing* 

t 

Those present at tlie autopsy examination - even those who just entered 
"the room and then left - were duly recorded. That data was in the commission’s files, 
print it in this bock (see pp. )• 
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So v;e have these new insights into the autopsy end the men who did 

it, the autopsy report that was from data ’’never meant to be accurate” by 

a doctor who ’’would have been more careful” had he known his work "would become 

expected 

public record”- by a doctor who secrecy to be the grave of his autopsy 



,orX (frit l '■ 

rs bL f ft Luh-yt 



And we no v/ know thing s not included in the official investigation 



and the official Al eport on it> 

/ 

That mieroscopic tissue slides were made and "there is no mention of 
these slides” in the autopsy report 0 

That despite their contrary statements undey* oath, the doctors knew during 
their examination tha t~5?srsxfei3xieS5~a tracheotomy had been performed in Dallas 
and "had already been told of the probable extent of the injuries and what had been 
done by physicians in Dallas" before the body arrives^) 

That a revised autopsy was prepared when it was known that, with Oswald’s 
murder, there would be no trial, no cross examination on it£) 

That not until they could not probe the rear, non- fatal wound did the 



doct or s ta ke "complete X-rays of the entire body”. 

That the original notes of the autopsy were preserved but do not exist in 

any of the duplicate places they are required to exist -a»d' - ' without them there can 

be no support for the autopsy, whose raw material they are. 

gentry 

That the ’* precise" location of the fatal/ wound is recorded in non-existing 



marginal notes on an inaccurate chart, the only existing recorded note of its”locetion” . 

That the Commission sup pres seethe identities of those who attendee the 
autopsy ^ and as we shall see, die not call ost of them as witnesses). 

(j^That the military expelled all civilians from the autopsy examination ^ 

(about which we shall also have more). 

That the chief of the eutopsy vied with CBSiTV in lying about when he 
saw the pictures of the autopsy, how many times he saw them, and ••.hat he did with 
them, all to the complete silenfie of the i/ress end officials who knew the truth. 
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^ ,7e can now bettor understand that it i. this official silence in 

b l 

the presence~oTUies -perhaps pe jury - and the uncritical support by lies, 

^ 2s 

^ 0$ (l y 

distortions and the crassest misrepresentations servile press that compounds 



the tragedy of the phoney inouest* Gan v<e expect better from uhe presc that has 

.1 it iC '' 

so abandoned its ^OTimis^traditions that it permit- ed th original miscarriage- 

uXi 

Gan expect better fro: the press that suddenly v/as joyous because 

i * // 

found error in the President's autopsy - this -.Tong making it all right* 



